i8 RIGHTS OF MAN. Part j] 

The firft general diftin<ftion between thofe two fyftems i s 
that the one now called the old is hereditary , either in whole or 
in part ; and the new is entirely reprejentative . It reje&s all he- 
reditary government : 

Firft, as being an impohtion on mankind. 

Secondly, As inadequate to the purpofes for which govern- 
ment is neceffary. 

With refpeft to the fir ft of thefe heads — It cannot be proved 
by what right hereditary government could begin : neither does 
there exift within the compafs of mortal power, a right to efta- 
blifti it. Man has no authority over pofterity in matters of per- 
fojnal right ; and therefore, no man, or body of men, had, or 
can have, a right to fet up hereditary government. /Were even 
ourfelves to come again into exiftence, inftead of being fucceed- i 
ed by pofterity, we have not now the right of taking from our- 
felves the rights which would then be ours. On what ground 
then, do we pretend to take them from others ? 

With refpecft to the fecond head, that of being inadequate to 
the purpofes for which government is neceftary, we have only to 
consider what government eftentially is, and compare it with the , 
circumftanc.es to which hereditary fucceftion is fubjecft. 

Government ought to be a thing always in full maturity. It 
ought to be fo conftrwfted as to be fuperior to all the accidents 
to which individual man is fubjedl ; and therefore, hereditary 
fucceftion, by being fubjett to them dll , is the moft irregular and 
imperfect of all the fyftems of government. 

We have heard the Rights of Man called a levelling fyftem; 
but the only fyftem to which the word levelling is truly applica- 
ble, is the hereditary monarchical fyftem. It is a fyftem of 
nietital levelling. It indifcriminately admits every fpecies of cha- 
radter to the fame authority. Vice and virtue, ignorance and 
wifdom, in fhort, every quality, good or bad, is put on the 
fame level. Kings fucceed each other, not as rationals, but as 
animals. It fignihes not what their mental or moral charadiers 
are. Can we then be furprifed at the abjedt ftate of the human 
mind in monarchical countries, when the government itfelf is 
formed on fuch an abjedl levelling fyftem ? — It has no fixed cha- 
racter. To-day it is one thing ; to-morrow it is fomething elfe. 

It changes with the temper of every fucceeding individual, and 
is fubjeCt to all the varieties of each. It is government through 
the medium of pafiionsand accidents. It appears under all the 
various characters of childhood, decrepitude, dotage, a thing at 
nurfe, in leading-ftrings, or in crutches. It reveries the whole- 
fome order of nature. It occafionallv puts children over men, 
and the conceits of non-age over v \fdom and experience. In 
fhort, we cannot conceive a more ^diculous figure of govern- 
ment, than hereditary fucceftion, in a hits cafes, prefents. 

Could it be made a decree in nature, Dr an ediCt regiftered in 
heaven, and man could know it, that virtue and wifdom fhould 
nvariablv appertain to hereditary fucceftion, the objections t© it 

would 
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ild be removed ; but when we fee that nature' adls as if ftie 
Ifowned and fported with the hereditary fyftem ; that the men- 

1 characters of fucceftfors, in all countries, are below the ave- 
* e of human underftanding ; that one is a tyrant, another an 
ideot, a third infane, and fome all three together, it is impof- 
fible to attach confidence to it, when rcafon in man has power 

°lfis not to the Abbe S*:ye§ that I need apply this reafoning ; 
he has already faved me that trouble, by giving his own 
opinion upon the cafe. “ If it be afked,” fays he, “ what is 
u mv opinion with refpedl to hereditary right, I anfwer, with- 
it ol Jt hefitation, That, in good theory, an hereditary tranf- 
u miffion of any power or office, can never accord with the 
f tt laws of a true representation. Hereditarvfhip is, m tiiis fenfe, 
<t as much an attaint upon principle, as an outrage upon fociety. 
<t But let us,” continues he, u refer to the hiftory of all ejec- 
u tive monarchies and principalities : Is there one in which the 
<t elective mode is not worfe than the hereditary fucceftion ?” 

As to debating on which is the worft of the two, is admitting 
both to be bad; and herein we are agreed. The preference 
which the Abbe has given, is a condemnation of the thing he 
prefers. Such a mode of reafoning on fuch a fubjedl is inad- 
miffible, becaufe it finally amounts to an accufation upon Pro- 
vidence, as if file had left to man no other choice with refpeCt 
to government than between two evils, the beft of which he ad- 
mits to be u an attaint upon principle , and an outrage upon fociety 
I . PalTing over, for the prefent, all the evils and mifchiefs which 
monarchy has occafioned in the world, nothing can more effec- 
tually prove its ufeleftnefs in a ftate of civil government , than 
making it hereditary. Would we make any office hereditary 
that required wifdom and abilities to fill it ? and where wifdom 
and abilities are not neceffary, fuch an office, whatever it may 
be, is fuperfluous or infignificant. 

Hereditary fucceftion is a burlefque upon monarchy,. It puts 
it in the moft ridiculous light, by prefenting it as an office, 
which any child or ideot may fill. It requires fome talents to 
be a common mechanic; but to be a king, requires only the 
animal figure of man — a fort of breathing automaton. This 
fort of fuperftition may laft a few years more, but it cannot 
long refift the awakened reafon and intereft of man. 

As to Mr. Burke, he is a ftickler for monarchy, not altoge- 
ther as a penfioner, if he is one, which I believe, but as a po- 
litical man. 

He has taken up a contemptible opinion of mankind, who, 
in their turn, are taking up the fame of him.' He confiders 
diem as a herd of 'beings that muft be governed by fraud, effigy, 
and fhew ; and an idol would be as good a figure of monarchy 
jdth him, as a man, I will, however, do him the juftice to 
%> that, with refpeCl to America, he has been very compli- 
mentary. He always contended, at leaft in my hearing, that 



